INTRODUCTION
The genus Limoniastrum Heist. ex Fabr. (Plumbaginaceae) currently comprises two species of halophytic shrubs, L. monopetalum (L.) Boiss. (≡ Statice monopetala L.) and L. guyonianum Boiss. (Crespo & Lledó, 2000; Lledó & al., 2000) , which are found mostly in coastal and saline dry areas of the Mediterranean and northern Saharan Africa (Ozenda, 1983; Dijkema & al., 1984; Barone & al., 1995) . The molecular study by Lledó & al. (2000) showed that Limoniastrum s.l. was not monophyletic as traditionally circumscribed, and it was divided into three genera, Ceratolimon M.B.Crespo & Lledó, Limoniastrum s.str., and Saharanthus M.B.Crespo & Lledó, each well characterized from morphological and biogeographical points of view (Crespo & Lledó, 2000; Fabregat & al., 2003) . This multigeneric classification had previously been accepted by Linczevski (1968) , who had, however, applied two names that are not admissible (Crespo & Lledó, 2000) (Debouba & al., 2013) . Limoniastrum monopetalum was described from Sicily (Italy) by Linnaeus (1753: 276) as Statice monopetala. It is a shrub of whitishgrey aspect, with leaves narrowly spathulate, and stems and branches densely beset with white calcareous depositions. This species has been the subject of many studies regarding its ecology, distribution, genetics and taxonomy (El-Shourbagy & al., 1984; Rubio & al., 1984; Crespo & Lledó, 2000; Lledó & al., 2000; El-Morsi, 2010; Zahran & El-Amier, 2013 ). Limoniastrum guyonianum was described by Boissier (1848: 689) from eastern Algeria, during the French scientific expeditions carried out in northern Africa within the 19th century, though it extends through Egypt (Greuter & al., 1989) . It resembles L. monopetalum but is readily recognized by its narrower sub-cylindrical leaves, divaricated many-branched inflorescence, and smaller flowers (Quézel & Santa, 1963; Qaiser & Siddiqi, 1984; Boulos, 2000) . It has been used in local communities as forage for camels (Laudadio & al., 2009) , and recently its medicinal potential has been reassessed (Trabelsi & al., 2012; Debouba & al., 2013; Krifa & al., 2013) .
From the standpoint of nomenclature, both species names appear to be not yet typified and they are investigated here as part of the researches on the genus Limoniastrum and relatives in both the project "Flora Valentina" (by P.P. Ferrer-Gallego, E. Laguna, and M.B. Crespo-see, e.g., Crespo & Lledó, 2000; Lledó & al., 2000; Crespo & Zijlstra, 2012 ) and the initiative "Italian Loci Classici Census" (by D. Iamonico and M. Iberite-see, e.g., Iamonico, 2012; Iamonico & Peruzzi, 2014; Iberite & al., 2013) . 
TYPIFICATIONS

Statice monopetala
sheet as original material, and consequently we prefer to leave it apart. We have been unable to trace any further original material in any other Linnaean and Linnaean-linked herbaria.
All the elements discussed (specimen from Clifford; illustrations by Boccone) match the Linnaean diagnosis and correspond to the current concept of the species (see, e.g., Quézel & Santa, 1963; Pignatti, 1972; Guinochet & Vilmorin 1973; Crespo & Lledó, 2000) . Although the illustration in Boccone (1674) Limoniastrum guyonianum was described by Boissier (1848: 689), who attributed the authorship of the species to Michel Ch. Durieu de Maissonneuve, and placed his new species together with L. monopetalum. Original material of the former was collected in May 1847 by Dr. Jean L.G. Guyon, in the surroundings of Biskrah (or Biscara), eastern Algeria, an area where the plant was said to be abundant (Guyon, 1852: 237; Guenée, 1870) .
Several specimens have been studied including material matching Boissier's protologue and corresponding to the current concept of the species. They all were collected by Guyon at the type locality, and were later distributed to several researchers who conserved them in their personal herbaria. Two sheets, which are relevant for the purposes of typification, are at G-BOIS. 1845 " and "GUYON.
[pressed]" and it was probably added to complement the former. The collection year is perhaps incorrect as the specimens used for the description of Limoniastrum guyonianum were collected in 1847 (see Guyon, 1852) . It is not considered for lectotypification, since it cannot conclusively be accepted as original material.
According to all statements above, the sheet G00309004 appears to be the only extant original material for the name Limoniastrum guyonianum that was examined by Boissier. Fortunately it corresponds to the current concept of the species (see, e.g., Quézel & Santa, 1963; Qaiser & Siddiqi, 1984; Boulos, 2000) and it is therefore designated as lectotype. 
Limoniastrum guyonianum
